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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of the Application 

1 . Claims 25, 27-33, 35-38, and 40-52 are pending in tine application. The applicant 
had previously cancelled claims 1-24. With this amendment, the applicant has also 
canceled claims 26, 34, and 39. The applicant has added claims 49-52. 

The applicants having amended the drawings and the disclosure, the objections 
to the drawings are withdrawn. 

The applicants having cancelled claim 26, the objection to, and rejection of, claim 
26 are moot. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year 
prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claim 46 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Summers 
(US 3,651,512). 

Regarding claim 46 . Summers discloses: 

warning kit (col. 1, lines 56-61) comprising 



a warning device suitable for warning an operator of a patient's 
request (col. 1, lines 56-61; Summers discloses a communication 
apparatus for an individual who is sick, weak, or unable to speak, 
which suggests a patient in communication with a caregiver), said 
device comprising 
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handling means, adapted for being liandled by tlie patient for 
sending a request signal (col. 2. lines 56-61, 70-72; col. 6, line 73 
-col. 7, line 7; FIG. 2: 13); 

reception means, in operating connection with said handling 
means, adapted for receiving said request signal (col. 2, lines 59- 
61 ; col. 4, line 49 - col. 7, line 7; FIG. 1 : 11); 

interpreting means, in operating connection with said reception 
means, adapted for emitting a signal that can be interpreted by the 
operator (col. 2, lines 61-64; col. 6, line 73 - col. 7, line 7; FIG. 1: 
12); 

protection means adapted for covering said handling means (col. 7, 
lines 12-14, 19-21; Fig. 5: 124, 127). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

5. Claims 25. 27. 28. 30-33. 35-38. 40. 44. 45. 49. and 50 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Summers in view of Glen et al. (US 4,810, 
996). 

Regarding claim 25 , Summers discloses: 

warning device being adapted to warn an operator of a patient's 
request (col. 1, lines 56-61; Summers discloses a communication 
apparatus for an individual who is sick, weak, or unable to speak, 
which suggests a patient in communication with a caregiver), said 
device comprising 
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handling means, adapted for being liandled by tlie patient for 
sending a request signal (col. 2, lines 56-61, 70-72; col. 6, line 73 - 
col. 7, line 7; FIG. 2: 13); 

reception means, in operating connection with said handling 
means, adapted for receiving said request signal (col. 2, lines 59- 
61 ; col. 4, line 49 - col. 7, line 7; FIG. 1 : 1 1 ); and 

interpreting means, in operating connection with said reception 
means, adapted for emitting a signal that can be interpreted by the 
operator (col. 2, lines 61-64; col. 6, line 73 - col. 7, line 7; FIG. 1: 
12); and 

means for displaying said request to the patient before emitting it 
(col. 2, lines 56-67: FIG. 1: 12,15,19). 

Summers does not disclose a warning device for a dental seat. 

Glen , in the same field of endeavor, teaches a dental patient communication 
device comprising a hand-held housing with a button by which a dental patient can 
trigger an audible alarm, wherein a holster secures the device to a dental chair for the 
benefit of placing the device within easy reach of the dental patient, (col. 1 , lines 62-63; 
col. 3, lines 9-16, 36-43) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the dental patient communication device comprising a hand-held 
housing with a button by which a dental patient can trigger an audible alarm, wherein a 
holster secures the device to a dental chair, as taught by Glen, with the device 
disclosed by Summers because it would place the device within easy reach of the 
dental patient. 

Regarding claim 27 . Summers further discloses a device wherein said 
interpreting means comprise a display having at least one portion that can be pointed 
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out following the reception, by said interpretation means, of said request signal, (col. 2, 
lines 61-69; col. 3, lines 48-53; col. 6, line 73 -col. 7, line 7; FIG. 1: 12, 15) 

Regarding claim 28 . Summers further discloses a device wherein said display 
has a plurality of said portions, each portion being distinguishable from the other, (col. 
2, lines 61-69; col. 3, lines 32-46; col. 6, line 73 - col. 7, line 7; FIG. 1: 15, 16, 17, 18, 
19) 

Regarding claim 30 . Summers further discloses a device wherein each of said 
portions is distinguishable from the other by a different position on said display. (See 
the citations for claim 28.) 

Regarding claim 31 . Summers further discloses a device wherein said portion 
exhibits a representation of said patient's request, (col. 2, lines 65-67; col. 3, lines 34- 
46; col. 6, line 73 - col. 7, line 7) 

Regarding claim 32 , Summers further discloses a device wherein said portion is 
illuminable. (See the citations for claim 28.) 

Regarding claim 33 . Summers further discloses a device wherein said 
interpreting means comprise sound emission means adapted for emitting a sound signal 
based on said request signal, (col. 10, lines 38-41: claim 13) 

Regarding claim 37 . Summers further discloses a device wherein said at least 
one selection switch exhibits a representation of the patient's request, (col. 6, line 73 - 
col. 7, line 7) 

Regarding claim 38 . Summers further discloses a device further comprising 
means for controlling said interpreting means, (col. 2. lines 56-61, 70-72; col. 6, line 73 
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-col. 7, line 7; FIG. 2: 13) 

Regarding claim 40 . Summers does not disclose a device wherein said 
controlling means comprise language setting means. 

Glen , in the same field of endeavor, teaches a dental patient communication 
device comprising a hand-held housing with a button by which a dental patient can 
trigger an audible alarm, wherein the device includes a language choice switch for the 
benefit of providing feedback to the treating person where the patient cannot readily 
speak or verbally communicate, (col. 1, lines 62-63; col. 2, lines 3-4, 62-68; col. 3, lines 
9-1 1 , 36-43; col. 4, lines 15-19; FIG. 2: 35) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the dental patient communication device comprising a hand-held 
housing with a button by which a dental patient can trigger an audible alarm, wherein 
the device includes a language choice switch, as taught by Glen, with the device 
disclosed by Summers because it would enable the device to provide feedback to the 
treating person where the patient cannot readily speak or verbally communicate. 

Regarding claim 44 . Summers further discloses a device further comprising 
means for supporting the interpreting means, adapted for placing said interpreting mans 
in a position suitable for the patient's view. (col. 2, lines 56-61; FIG. 1: 11, 12; 
Summers teaches the housing of a display panel in a generally rectangular box 
configured to stand upright on a generally planar surface, thereby presenting the display 
panel in a generally upright orientation to a viewer.) 

Regarding claim 45 . Summers discloses: 
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a warning device suitable for warning an operator of a patient's 
request (col. 1, lines 56-61; Summers teaches a communication 
apparatus for an individual who is sick, weak, or unable to speak, 
which suggests a patient in communication with a caregiver), said 
device comprising 

handling means, adapted for being handled by the patient for 
sending a request signal (col. 2, lines 56-61, 70-72; col. 6, line 73 - 
col. 7, line 7; FIG. 2: 13); 

reception means, in operating connection with said handling 
means, adapted for receiving said request signal (col. 2, lines 59- 
61 ; col. 4, line 49 - col. 7, line 7; FIG. 1 : 11); 

interpreting means, in operating connection with said reception 
means, adapted for emitting a signal that can be interpreted by the 
operator (col. 2, lines 61-64; col. 6, line 73 - col. 7, line 7; FIG. 1: 
12). 

Summers does not disclose a dental seat associated to a warning device. 

Glen . In the same field of endeavor, teaches a dental patient communication 
device comprising a hand-held housing with a button by which a dental patient can 
trigger an audible alarm, wherein a holster may secure the device may to a dental chair 
for the benefit of placing the device within easy reach of the dental patient, (col. 1 , lines 
62-63; col. 3, lines 9-16, 36-43) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the dental patient communication device comprising a hand-held 
housing with a button by which a dental patient can trigger an audible alarm, wherein a 
holster may secure the device may to a dental chair, as taught by Glen, with the device 
taught by Summers because it would place the device within easy reach of the dental 
patient. 

Regarding claim 49 . Summers discloses handling means comprising at least one 
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selection switch for selecting the request to be made (col. 2, line 70 - col. 3, line 16; col. 
6, line 73 - col. 7, line 7; FIG. 2: 13, 28, 20, 31, 32) but does not disclose a 
confirmation switch for activating sound emission means. 

Glen , in the same field of endeavor, teaches a dental patient communication 
device comprising a hand-held housing with a button by which a dental patient can 
trigger an audible alarm, wherein a holster secures the device to a dental chair for the 
benefit of placing the device within easy reach of the dental patient, (col. 1 , lines 62-63; 
col. 3, lines 9-16, 36-43) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the dental patient communication device comprising a hand-held 
housing with a button by which a dental patient can trigger an audible alarm, wherein a 
holster secures the device to a dental chair, as taught by Glen, with the device 
disclosed by Summers because it would place the device within easy reach of the 
dental patient. 

Regarding claim 35 (depends from claim 49) . Summers further teaches a device 
comprising a warning box containing at least one selection switch, (col. 2. lines 56-61, 
70-72; col. 2, lines 72 - col. 3, line 31 ; FIG. 2: 1 3, 28, 30, 31 , 32) 

Regarding claim 36 (depends from claim 35) , Summers further discloses a 
device wherein said warning box is adapted for being gripped by the patient, (col. 2, 
lines 70-72) 

Regarding claim 50 . Summers further discloses a device wherein the signal 
corresponding to the patient's request is activated when the selection switch is kept 
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pressed for a predetermined time. (6, line 73 - col. 7, line 7) 

6. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Summers in view of Glen and further in view of Brown (US 5,040,988) 

Regarding claim 29 . the above combination of Summers and Glen does not 
disclose a device wherein each of said portions is distinguishable from the other by a 
different color. 

Brown , in the same field of endeavor, teaches a visual aid device that permits 
individuals to communicate their feelings and emotions without talking, comprising a 
display having a plurality of portions, each of which is distinguishable by a different color 
for the benefit of providing communication without requiring any verbal exchanges, (col. 
3, lines 28-31; col. 4, lines 8-37; Fig. 2: 14-20, 62, 64, 70, 72) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the visual aid device that permits individuals to communicate their 
feelings and emotions without talking, comprising a display having a plurality of portions, 
each of which is distinguishable by a different color, as taught by Brown, with the device 
taught by the above combination because it would enable the device to provide 
communication without requiring any verbal exchanges. 

7. Claims 41 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Summers in view of Glen and further in view of Yoshida et al. (US 5,680,158). 

Regarding claim 41 . the above combination of Summers and Glen does not 
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teach a device wlierein said language setting means comprise a microprocessor. 

Yoshida , in tine same field of endeavor, teaches a communication apparatus that 
permits a person having a hearing, a speech, or a muscular function handicap to 
communicate with another person by means of characters or voice comprising a control 
device that controls a process through a keyboard of selecting a language for the 
benefit of enabling character output data to be outputted so as to satisfy the form of a 
first language or a second language, (col. 1, liens 11-14, 30-33; col. 11, lines 11-14; 
FIG. 8: 51; FIG. 9: 110) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the communication apparatus that permits a person having a 
hearing, a speech, or a muscular function handicap to communicate with another 
person by means of characters or voice comprising a control device that controls a 
process through a keyboard of selecting a language, as taught by Yoshida, with the 
device taught by the above combination because it would enable the device to output 
character output so as to satisfy the form of a first language or a second language. 

Regarding claim 42 . the above combination of Summers and Glen teaches the 
device according to claim 40 but does not teach a device wherein said language setting 
means comprise a voice recording device adapted for recording the operator's voice. 

Yoshida . in the same field of endeavor, teaches a communication apparatus that 
permits a person having a hearing, a speech, or a muscular function handicap to 
communicate with another person by means of characters or voice comprising a voice 
device in which voice information can be recorded for the benefit of enabling a voice 
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output to be made by means for outputting information about tlie user's intention, (col. 
1, lines 11-14; col. 3, lines 1-3; col. 11, lines 20-25; col. 16, line 18 - col. 17, line 30; Fig. 
1 : 56, 56a, 56b, 56c, 56d; FIG. 8: 56b, 56d) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the communication apparatus that permits a person having a 
hearing, a speech, or a muscular function handicap to communicate with another 
person by means of characters or voice comprising a voice device in which voice 
information can be recorded, as taught by Yoshida, with the device taught by the above 
combination because it would enable the device to output a voice by means for 
outputting information about the user's intention. 

8. Claim 43 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Summers in view of Glen and further in view of Goldberg (US 6,81 7,470 B1 ). 

Regarding claim 43 . the above combination of Summers and Glen does not 
disclose a device comprising removable protection means for covering said handling 
means. 

Goldberg , addressing the same problem of how to configure a protective device 
for a remote control, teaches a disposable, collapsible, removable sleeve holder for 
remote controls and similar devices for the benefit of protecting the remote control from 
environmental elements and preventing the user's hands from encountering unsanitary 
conditions, (col. 2, lines 3-11, 39-43; col. 3, line 66 - col. 4, line 2; col. 4, lines 51-54, 
58-61, 64-67; col. 5, lines 3-6; FIG. 4; FIG. 7) 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the disposable, collapsible, removable sleeve holder for remote 
controls and similar devices, as taught by Goldberg, with the device taught by the above 
combination because it would enable the device to protect the remote control from 
environmental elements and prevent the user's hands from encountering unsanitary 
conditions. 

9. Claims 47 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Summers in view of Kramer (US 5,030,013). 

Regarding claim 47 . Summers does not disclose a warning kit wherein said 
protection means comprise a plurality of covers associable to said handling means and 
removable from them. 

Kramer , addressing the same problem of how to configure a protective cover for 
storage of an object, teaches an improved container for the storage of personal 
valuables in a water-tight environment, wherein the container includes an input section, 
a bag, and a pouch-like structure, called a retainer, that holds the curled input section in 
place for the benefit of maintaining the closure provided by the curled input section, 
thereby rendering the container waterproof, (col. 4, lines 50053, 62-66; col. 5, lines 27- 
42; FIG. FIG. 1: 12, 14, 16; FIG. 3: 12, 16) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the improved container for the storage of personal valuables in a 
water-tight environment, wherein the container includes an input section, a bag, and a 
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pouch-like structure, called a retainer, that holds the curled input section in place, as 
taught by Kramer, with the warning kit taught by Summers because it would enable the 
warning kit to maintaining the closure provided by the curled input section, thereby 
rendering the container waterproof. 

Regarding claim 48 . Summers does not disclose a warning kit wherein said 
protection means comprise a plurality of bags adapted for containing said handling 
means. 

Kramer , addressing the same problem of how to configure a protective cover for 
storage of an object, teaches an improved container for the storage of personal 
valuables in a water-tight environment, wherein the container includes an input section, 
a bag, and a pouch-like structure, called a retainer, that holds the curled input section in 
place for the benefit of maintaining the closure provided by the curled input section, 
thereby rendering the container waterproof, (col. 4, lines 50053, 62-66; col. 5, lines 27- 
42; FIG. FIG. 1: 12, 14, 16; FIG. 3: 12, 16) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the improved container for the storage of personal valuables in a 
water-tight environment, wherein the container includes an input section, a bag, and a 
pouch-like structure, called a retainer, that holds the curled input section in place, as 
taught by Kramer, with the warning kit disclosed by Summers because it would enable 
the warning kit to maintaining the closure provided by the curled input section, thereby 
rendering the container waterproof. 
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10. Claim 51 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Summers in view of Glen and further in view of Parsons (US PG Pub. 2004/0178312 
A1). 

Regarding claim 51 . Summers does not disclose a device wherein the reception 
means are connected to the handling means by radio waves carrying the request signal. 

Parsons , in the same field of endeavor, teaches an electronic display suspended 
above a dental chair, comprising a wireless communication device that transmits input 
instructions for the display of content on the electronic display for the benefit of enabling 
a dental patient to select the content presented on the display. ([0008], [0019], [0035]) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the electronic display suspended above a dental chair, comprising 
a wireless communication device that transmits input instructions for the display of 
content on the electronic display, as taught by Parsons, with the warning kit disclosed 
by Summers because it would enable the warning kit to enable a dental patient to select 
the content presented on the display. 

Regarding claim 52 . the above combination of Summers, Glen, and Parsons 
teaches the device according to claim 51, and the choice that the handling means and 
reception means comprise means for adjusting the transmission and reception 
frequency of the request signal would have been an obvious design choice for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention that does not produce any new or 
unexpected result. 
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Response to Arguments 

The Applicant's arguments filed January 29, 2009, have been fully considered, 
but they are not persuasive. 

The applicant traverses the rejection of claims 25 and 49 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as purportedly being unpatentable over Summers in view of Glen and further in view of 
Elden. 

Against the rejection of claim 25 . the applicant argues that in the invention recited 
in claim 25, when the patient operates the handling means, the interpreting means 
display to the patient himself, before emitting it, a warning that can be interpreted by the 
operator, but in contrast, when the client of Elden handles the transmitting means, a 
visual indicator is instantly displayed on the central station for interpretation of the 
operator, perhaps somewhere hidden to the client (see column 3, lines 62-65: "the 
central station may be located near the cashier's table or other location where the 
service personnel of the restaurant can see it frequently and conveniently"), and the 
audible annunciator is triggered only when the operator has taken an unduly long 
amount of time to respond to the client's request. The applicant argues that the client is 
not given an opportunity to review the communication before it is sent, and once the 
communication is sent, an audible annunciation is delayed. The applicant argues that 
Elden's teachings would not have led a person of ordinary skill in the field of this 
invention from Summers and Glen to the invention now recited in claim 25. 

In making the foregoing argument, the applicant refers to page 1 1 of the first 
Office Action, and observes that on page 11, the Office Action finds that it would have 
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been obvious to apply the teachings of Elden in view of Summers and Glen in rejecting 
claim 26, which has now been cancelled. The applicant argues that claim 25 has been 
amended to include the limitations formerly contained in cancelled claim 26. 

Regarding the argument against the rejection of claim 25 . the amendment of 
claim 25 does not include limitations formerly contained in cancelled claim 26. The 
amendment language of claim 25 is different from, and broader than, the limitations 
formerly contained in cancelled claim 26. Because the amendment language of claim 
25 is broader than the limitations formerly contained in cancelled claim 26, Summers 
discloses the limitations recited by the amendment of claim 25, so Elden is not cited in 
the rejection of claim 25 stated above. Because the rejection of claim 25 stated above 
does not cite Elden, the applicant's arguments about whether Elden teaches means for 
displaying a visual indication that can be seen by the client are irrelevant. 

Against the rejection of claim 49 , the applicant argues that in a preferred 
embodiment (claim 49), the request signal is pre-selected by and first displayed to the 
patient on a screen 22 and, after confirmation by the patient, a sound signal is 
discharged for interpretation by the operator. The applicant argues that Elden does not 
allow the customer to select from several possible requests, and therefore does not 
provide the customer an opportunity to review the request signal before it is sent. The 
applicant argues that claim 49 and the claims which depend from it are therefore 
deemed allowable even if claim 25 is not. 

Regarding the argument against the rejection of claim 49 . Elden is not cited in 
the rejection of either claim 49, or claim 25, from which claim 49 depends. Therefore, 
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the applicant's arguments about wliether Elden teaches means for allowing the 
customer to select from several possible requests and whether Elden provides the 
customer an opportunity to review the request signal before it is sent are irrelevant. 

For all the foregoing reasons, the applicant's arguments are not persuasive, and 
the claims are rejected, as stated above. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office Action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
GFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOHN F. MORTELL whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1873. The examiner can normally be reached on IFP. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/597,01 1 Page 1 8 

Art Unit: 2612 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel J. Wu can be reached on (571)272-2964. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/JM/ 

/Daniel Wu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2612 



